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| aus SAMUEL "SHEPHERD, 


é DENNIS: PARTEE, JAMES PIERCE, 
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-INC.,» a California’ sel desk sabe 
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ilk a plienaik X, “Inclusive, 





er "SUPERIOR COURT. OF THE ‘STATE. OF ‘CALIFORNIA 
oe IN THE ‘COUNTY. oF ‘SAN DIEGO 
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“ANSWER. ‘TO. CROSS-COMPLAINT FOR. 
DAMAGES” AND, RECISSION - 
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_ Cross-Defendants. 








Comes now cross~defendant, "PAUL ‘SAMUEL ‘SHEPHERD, and 


answers: the eross-complaint on ‘file herein as follows: 


ANSWER TO FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
i? 
Cross-defendant admits each and every allegation contained 
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in Paragraphs I and II of the first cause of action herein. — 


a 


ot cross-defendant denies each and every allegation of Para- 


graph’ III of the alleged first cause of action in the conjunctive 


as well as the disjunctive, poe 


“Cross~defendant denies each. and every. allegation contained 


ae Paragraph Ww of ‘the ‘first cause of. ‘action in the. conjunctive 


| as. well as the: pe disjunctive, 
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“Gross~defendant, admits each and every. allegation contained 


fan Paragraph \ v. of. the. first. cause of faction, 





“Gross-defendant | has no. "information or. belief ‘sufficient to 


[ene him to answer. the: , allegations of ‘Paragraphs vz, Vit; VIII 
and 1 of the first. cause of: action, and basing his: denial on that 


| erouna, denies each and every. "allegation thereot, 
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“cross-defendant denies: each and, every, “allegation of Para- 


bean: x of. the ‘first. cause. “of: action in the. conjunctive as. well sa 


‘| ast the ae 


 SBOOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
eee ‘i 


“cross-defendant hereby. refers. to. ‘its answers to Paragraphs 


| 4 through: x, inclusive of ‘the first: cause of action and incorporate 


them herein | as fully set forth. 
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 CGross-defendant denies each and every allegation set forth 
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“ . is doe ie ‘ . 


in Paragraph IT of the second cause of action in the conjunctive 


as well as. ‘the disjunctive, specifically denying that during the 


months | of. April 1975, to August 1975, cross-defendant ‘breached his 
fiduetary. auty_ to ‘cross-complainant by. ‘convert ing corporate prop- 


erty. to his. own. use, or. at. ells ee es 
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-Gross-defendant denies each and every, / allegation set. forth | 


Vio Paragraph IIn of the: second | cause. of action in the. ‘conjunctive 
as: well as’ the ‘disjunctive, ‘specifically denying that aes 
‘| defendant. breached his ‘fiduetary duty, to. ‘eross-complainant by 

‘| assembiing 1 much of ‘the aforementioned property into. the form ‘of 
marketable. video ‘game units. and then’ ‘marketing said units: in direct 


[competition 1 with /eross-complainant, or’ at a 





“ Cross-defendant t has no information | or. belief sufficient to 


Tenens. him to answer ‘the allegations of Paragraph Ww of ‘the ‘second 
cause of action, and. basing his denial on that. - ground, denies each 


| and « every allegation | thereof. 
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“Cross-defendant denies each. and every "allegation set forth 


in Paragraph Vv of. the second. cause: of action in the conjunctive as. 
well as. the disjunctive, specifically denying. that any acts and 


conduct of the cross-defendant were “oppressive, fraudulent and ee 


malicious or that eross-defendant Anowingly_ attempted to conceal | 


the removal of aie property or that ‘eross-defendant knowingly 


attempted to conceal his direct competition with cross-complainant, 
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| compiainant.. 








-Gross-defendant hereby realleges | his: answers: Cs Paragraphs 


ca ‘through IX, -Anelusive, of the. first. cause. of action, and Para- | 


graphs, XII and ‘XIII of the. second cause. of action, and incorporates 


| hem herein as | though: fully. set forth. 
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Cross-defendant admits ‘that on or about “April 1975, cross | 


defendant. Shepherd entered ‘into. an. oral ‘employment contract with 


| the defendant James Pierce: ‘for. the” direct, benefit. of the. eo 





_Cross~defendant denies each and every, allegation set iene 


Ee Paragraph Tir of the third cause. of action in the ‘conjunctive | 
jas well as the ‘disjunctive, ‘specifically. denying that an. implied - 

} conastaon of. the oral, ‘employment ‘contract: was, that icles Fecend 
| woura at. all. times: during. his ‘employment for ‘eross-complainant owe 
|| to. cross-complainant a fiduetary duty. ana act towards: ‘eross- 


‘complainant 4 in a “loyal and good. faith manner, or. at all. 


“Gross-defendant admits ‘that uring | his , period ‘of. “employment 


he was- paid a salary, of. $300. 00 per week. but. ‘except: for’ that 

admission specifically denies. each and every other allegation wei 
‘forth in Paragraph | Iv of the ‘third, cause of action, specifically 
“denying, that cross-defendant was: paid a total consideration of , 


$554 400. 00. 


 Gross-defendant denies each and every allegation set 
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‘forth in | Paragraph i J of the “third cause of “action in ‘the conjunctAv 
as well as. the aisjunctive, specifically denying. ‘that during the S 
“months of “April 1975 to August 1975, cross-defendant breached and. ? 
was 1 in breach. of the provisions of his. oral. ‘enploynent contract | 
“thereby violating his fiduciary uty, and uty, of good faith and 
“loyalty by. converting: the corporate. property of ‘eross-complainant 
to eross-defendant | s own use’ and by. entering ‘into. direct. competitio | 


| vith eross-complainant, or vat. hae 


pond 


D enanie: him to answer ‘the. ‘allegations of. Paragraph vr of ‘the. third. 
| cause of action of the ‘eross-complaint, “and basing his” dental | on. ee | 


oe ground, “denies: each. and. every ‘allegation “hereof. 0 


lacuna oF 


OE Bas ‘That: cross-defendant be awarded its, costs; and 


peed 


deem just, and ae 
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“Grose=defendant. has” no / Anformation . or beller ‘sufficient to 


"WHEREFORE, cross-defendant. prayer ee 


ae ‘That. ‘eross-complainant take: nothing by way of its! 


oe “For ‘such other and further ‘relief : as ‘the. court ea” 





DATED: ~ ‘December a 1976. in Bere oe : 


“Attornfy 1 for cross-defendant 
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| ‘true and correct. cee 


| eae 
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y PAUL SAMUEL SHEPHERD, denise oe 
That 1 am. the ‘PLAINTIFF and ‘CROSS-DEFENDANT in the above- 


ee proceedings. Lt have ‘read. the ‘foregoing ANSWER TO CROSS- 
“COMPLAIND F FOR DAMAGES AND ) RECISSION and know the contents thereof 
and . certify that the same. “ts true. of my” own Imowledge, except 
as to. those. matters, whieh | are. ‘therein. stated. upon my: information 


ne belief, and 3 as to ‘those matters ZL: believe. at to be true. 


ae declare under. penalty < of perdury | that the - foregoing is. 
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“ATTORNEY: 28008 es | 
- - JANES E. CLARK, as a a oe Ug Dee f & ‘any 


we adress is is. 





CASE NUMBER: 384590 Se oe i Bie FILES & 


BUSINESS grr 


ns 3960 Park Blvd., ee ee ‘ cle ra SANDIEGO CO. 
} “Ein ent if CALIFORNIA 
Pe a Ae | 





"DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL, L (Cc ce. rar 
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ay ‘the undersigned, ‘say: al am. ‘over 18 ‘years sof age, ee _gmploy ed e a oe in 


| aed County « of - a Nae S ie Eale aa see oe ae + Calor, int i which h county 1 oe within. Le : 


SPOOLS SEER SHEE SESE OEASEBOSSESEESESSSSSOOHOCAOOE 





ie "36 an oid, “san Diego, cn 92103 es : 


.{No., Street) 2! (City, State) — 


| Loe served the . _ANSWER. TO. _CROSS-COMPLAINT FOR, DAMAGES. AND RECISSION 
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2 on ak a ‘true and pict copy of. the docunent filed i in the « cause is fs affixed: hy sliding £ ee Be oh 
thereof in a separate copra for each h addresses. named hereafter, a addressed t to © each such addressee coy ate 





:  momas + He AULT, “esq. ae 
"Holt, Rhoades ‘and Hollywood | 
aes Be = 1010. Second ‘Avenue, Suite: 1712 MEYE etyne te tO 
i Pee See Plegos CA: 9210l pep aemen teats 


a he > vay" arte 77.8 oe 
Se ee a. S Prat . 


‘Each envelope was s then sealed and with the postage thereon fully eel deposited in the 


. United States mail by me at Le ean Diego Pe calitornls, on 


. December 2nd a ee 
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California. 


—e me 





PROOF oF SERVICE BY MAIL 


Form 9A Co. Clk. (Rev. 1-74) 8~ 76. 
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